tive and that their grades tended to be 
higher than those of normal students. 

Several students got together with 
friends in regular courses and sub- 
mitted the same compositions to each 
of their teachers. Invariably the pa- 
pers were awarded a higher grade by 
the teacher of honors. As one young 
lady explained, “Well, here at Y uni- 
versity regular Freshman English is a 
flunk-out course. They always admit 
too many freshmen and that course 
is one convenient way to get rid of half 
of them.” 


Credit granted 


Most students who were granted credit 
by their colleges but who did not con- 
tinue in the field of their aP work were 
going to graduate with extra and un- 
used credits. Many had amassed fur- 
ther extra credits by overloading or 
going to summer school. They, too, 
evaluated the climate of their colleges 
very positively, in part I think because 
they had enjoyed greater latitude in 
planning their courses of study and, 
relieved of some distribution require- 
ments, had taken more varied pro- 
grams than would have been other- 
wise possible. The momentum engen- 


dered in school was uninhibited in col- 
lege. 

Only a very small number of the 
students had used their credits to re- 
duce their freshman course loads, but 
those who did felt their actions had 
turned out fortuitously by allowing 
them to ease into the rigors of college- 
level work and adjust to college life. 
A larger number used their credits 
later on in their college careers as 
substitutions for courses not com- 
pleted because of illness, financial 
reverses, or other critical incidents. 
Several students took as much as a 
year off to “think things out” or to 
participate in various political or serv- 
ice projects here and abroad, yet they 
were graduating with their classes on 
schedule because of the credits earned 
through the program. 


To sophomore standing 


On several campuses | talked with 
students admitted with immediate 
sophomore standing. All were doing 
well academically and reported no 
significant problems either socially or 
intellectually as a result of skipping 
the entire freshman year. There were 
also some unexpected fringe benefits 


to starting out as a sophomore. The 
two most frequently mentioned were 
being freed from required physical 
education courses and being allowed 
more liberal curfew arrangements in 
the dormitory. 

It is interesting to note that half of 
the students receiving sophomore 
standing three years before were still 
on their campuses. Some were already 
into their masters programs, but oth- 
ers had elected to repeat either their 
sophomore, junior, or senior years, 
thus broadening their undergraduate 
education, many times with double or 
interdepartmental majors that were 
more rigorous than a single major 
would have been. 

When one looks at all those students 
who received some sort of recognition 
for their aP work, it is clear that as a 
group they are far more satisfied with 
their intellectual and social experiences 
at college than are those for whom 
there were no special provisions. From 
the students’ comments it strongly ap- 
pears that a crisp, rational aP policy 
is one of many factors that indicate to 
them that the college’s primary goal 
is to serve its students. 
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